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Claim Objections 

Claims 1, 3, 7, 9 are objected because of the following informalities: 
"Criteria" should be changed to -criterion-- because "criteria" is a plural form of 
criterion which does not match with the words "Request" or "is". 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the disclosed invention is 
inoperative and therefore lacks utility. 

Regarding Claims 1 and 7, the claimed invention is inoperative because it lacks a 
step for another condition of request when the request does not match any known 
criteria. 

Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C. 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 1, line 2, "substantially similar" is vague because it does not 
define or specify the database being maintained by the computers; line 6, "the 
consequences" lacks antecedent basis; line 6, "consequences" is vague to the invention 
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because it does not define any characteristic of the request. "Consequences" can be 
determined based on any assumption; line 8, "known criteria" is vague and it can be 
anything based on any assumption; line 7, "precluding storing" is vague because it 
renders two functional steps whether which one is required. 

Regarding Claim 3, line 1 , "criteria" is vague and it can be anything based on 
assumption. 

Regarding Claim 7, line 5, "the consequences" lacks antecedent basis; line 5, 
"consequences" is vague to the invention because it does not define any characteristic 
of the request. "Consequences" can be determined based on any assumption; line 6, 
"precluding storing" is vague because it renders two functional steps whether which one 
is required; line 7, "known criteria" is vague and it can be anything based on 
assumption. 

Regarding Claim 9, line 1 , "criteria" is vague and it can be anything based on 
assumption. 

Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-4, 6-10, 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Faybishenko et al. (6,961,723). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Faybishenko discloses a method applicable for execution on 
the computers for filtering requests (filter the queries) over one network (See Col. 23, 
lines 25-37) comprising the steps of: 

- capturing each of the requests (queries to the hub) (See Col. 7, lines 29-65); 

- determining the requests(process a received query and resolver handle the 
determination of qualified providers) (See Col. 7, lines 29-65); and 

- rather than storing the request (queries) when the request (queries) matches 
the known criteria (matching information or condition) (See Col. 6, lines 41- 
67, Col. 7, lines 66-67, Col. 8, lines 1-52, Col. 20, line 41). 

Regarding Claims 2, 8, Faybishenko discloses that the request is a delete 
request (deleting a node in the query) (See Col. 24, lines 48-54). 

Regarding Claims 3, 9, Faybishenko discloses that the criterion is associated 
with a known time period (day, week, etc. or calendar date) (See Col. 31, lines 19-37, 
Col. 44, lines 14-38). 

Regarding Claims 4, 10, Faybishenko discloses that the time period is selected 
from the group consisting of days, week, etc. (See Col. 31, lines 19-37, Col. 44, lines 
14-38). 

Regarding Claims 6, 12, Faybishenko discloses that the operation of method is 
automatic (See Col. 22, lines 48-58). 
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Regarding Claim 7, Faybishenko discloses the system comprising networks and 
PCs inherently having processors and memory. These are major elements for PCs 
and workstations. In addition to the details of the rejection of claim 1 , Faybishenko 
meets the limitation of claim 7. 

Regarding Claim 13, Faybishenko discloses PC, workstations, and networks 
(See Col. 34, lines 1-31) inherently comprising I/O device communicating with 
processor and memory since these are the major ingredients for computers and 
networks. 

Regarding Claim 14, Faybishenko discloses code executing in the network 
inherently being stored in the memory. 

Claims 1 -4, 6-1 0, 1 1 -1 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by Tripp (7,032,000). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Tripp discloses a method applicable for execution on the 
computers for filtering requests over the network comprising the steps of: 

- capturing each of the requests (from web server) (See Figure 2 and Col. 4, 
lines 17-67); 

- determining the request (by search engine 202, database server 226 and 
check server 228)1 

- precluding storing the request when the request matches known criteria (See 
Col. 19, lines 1-10). 

Regarding Claims 2, 8, Tripp discloses that the request is a delete request (See 
Col. 14, lines 1-15). 
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Regarding Claims 3, 9, Tripp discloses that the criterion is associated with a 
known time period (preferred time of day for rescheduling updates) (See Col. 1 1 , lines 
1-12), 

Regarding Claims 4, 10, Tripp discloses that the time period is day (See Col. 11, 
lines 1-12). 

Regarding Claims 6, 12, Tripp disclose that the operation is automatic (See Col. 
11, lines 1-12). 

Regarding Claim 7, Tripp discloses a processor (e.g. 234, 4701 or 4704) 
inherently comprising a memory. In addition to the details of the rejection of claim 1 , 
Tripp meets the limitation of claim 7. 

Regarding Claim 13, Tripp discloses a processor inherently comprising I/O 
device communicating with memory since these are the major ingredients for computers 
and processor. 

Regarding Claim 14, Tripp discloses code executing in the network inherently 
being stored in the memory in the processor. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skHI in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Faybishenko et al. (6,961,723). 
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Regarding Claims 5, 1 1 , Faybishenko discloses providing a limited amount of 
time (See Col. 31, lines 19-37 and Col. 44, 14-38) for the service to the client but does 
not explicitly disclose how many months. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to set up limited amount to six months in order to reduce the risk of the 
overload data in memory as a matter of design choice. 

Claims 5, 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tripp (7,032,000). 

Regarding Claims 5, 1 1 , Tripp does not disclose that the time period is 6 months. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to set up the 
period to six months in order to reduce the risk of the overload data in memory or 
update data as a matter of design choice. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Shi et al. (7,032,003) discloses a hybrid replication scheme with 
data and actions for wireless devices. Schreiber (7,01 6,91 7) discloses a system and 
method for storing conceptual information. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 

Papers related to Technology Center 2800 applications may be submitted to 
Technology Center 2800 by facsimile transmission. Any transmission not to be 
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considered an official response must be clearly marked "DRAFT". The official fax 

i 

number is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http.7/pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




• Wilson Lee 
Primary Examiner 
U.S. Patent & Trademark Office 
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